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ABSTRACT 

According to a recent model of alcohol use (Hull, 
1981), individuals moderate their sensitivity to the implications of 
success and failure by drinking following personal failure to reduce 
self-consciousness and not drinking following success to remain 
self-conscious. To test the hypothesis that adolescent alcohol 
consumption would be a joint function of the individual's level of 
private self-consciousness and personal experiences of success and 
failure, 819 high school students completed a self -consc iousness 
inventory, a questionnaire dealing with environmental and behavioral 
factors relating to drinking, and an index of weekly alcohol 
consumption. Consistent with the hypothesis, results showed personal 
success/failure in school was significantly more predictive of 
alcohol use among high than low self-conscious individuals. In 
addition, for both high and low self-conscious subjects, alcohol use 
was shown to be a function of the individual's general level of 
behavioral deviance' and friends' attitudes and behaviors toward 
alcohol use. Even after taking into consideration these alternative 
predictors, alcohol use remained more strongly associated with 
personal success/failure among high than low private self-conscious 
individuals, (Author/JAC) 



*********** ************************ ************************************ 

* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made * 

* from the original document. * 
* * * ****** ************************************** ********************** 



ERLC 



Alcohol Use as a Function of Self-Consciousness 
and Academic Performance 

Jay G. Hull ^Ernest Jouriles • 

Dartmouth College SUNY - Stony Brook 

Richard David Young 
Indiana University 



U.S. UbHAHIMfcrVI Uh tUUCAIlUN 

NA1IONAI INSTIJUrfOF UHJCAJKJN 



y 



......... ro rHF; EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 

. • . ' . : INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)." 

Presented at the Ninety-first meeting of the Anerican Psycholoj ical 
V sociation, .Anaheim, California, 1983. T:\e present research was sui^rt-od 
in w.irt by the Post-Doctoral Program in Social Psychology Grant No. KiS T32 
Mil 14^33-04 . Requests for reprints should be addressed to Jay G. Hull, 
0 pu t.ivjnt of Psychology, Dartmouth College, Hnnover , NH 03755. 

PMuing head: Adolescents and Alcohol 



■ PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS 
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 



2 



According to a recent medel of alcohol use (Hull, 1951), inlividuals 

moderate their sensitivity to the implications of success and f .ilure by 

drinking following personal failure to reduce self-consciou::iv \5 . : nd not 

drinking following success to regain :;elf-conscious. On the b .is of this 

model, it was hypothesized that adolescent alcohol consempt ion - lU.ld i>o a 

joint function of the individual's level of private self-con.v ic ■: '.n.ess and 

personal experiences of success and failure. Furthermore, it *.. ~.s o/vlicted 

that this would remain true after taking into consideration ot\er known 

* 

predictors of adolescent alcohol use. Consistent with this hy^-.n h.\;is, 
personal success/failure in school was found to be significantly nore 
predictive of alcohol use among high than low self-conscious i ;: i i v iduals. 
In addition, for both high and low sel f-conscious subjects, alrohol use was 
.shown 'to be a function of the individual's general level 'of behavioral 
deviance and friend's .attitudes and behaviors toward alcohol ure. Even 
after taking into 'consideration these alternative predictors, alcohol use 
remained more strongly associated with personal success/ failure -i.uong high 
til an low private self-conscious individuals. 
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Alcohol Use as a Function of Self-Consciousness 
and Academic Performance 
IV.-ccntly, Hull (1981) proposed a self-awareness model of the causes and 
-.-ts of alcohol consumption. Tne major premises of this model may be 
,:i i/.ed as follows: (a) alcohol interferes with encoding processes 
r uontal to a state of self-awareness, (b) insofar as self-awareness is 
►;iated with socially appropriate forms of behavior, alcohol consumption 
L be associated with decreases in socially appropriate behaviors, (c) 
:». r ar as self-awareness is associated with negative self-evaluation 
towing failure / alcohol consumption will be associated with decreases in 
•Live self-evaluation following .failure, and (d) alcohol may be consumed 
its specific effect of decreasing self-awareness following failure in 
, f to decrease negative self-reactions and avoided following success in 
if to maintain positive self-reactions. 

In support of this reasoning, a series of studies by Hull, T/jvenson, 
Young (1983) have demonstrated that (a) alcohol consumption reduces 
f -awareness, (b) this effect does not depend on subjects 1 knowledge about 
content of the beverage they are consuming, and (c) alcohol wauld appear 
■tive chis effect by virtue of inhibiting self-relevant encoding 
. -»':;ses. In addition, Hull and Young (1983) have demonstrated that 
i/iduals high in private self-consciousness drink the most alcohol 
: :<»wing failure feedback and the least following success feedback. On the 
•r hand, low self-conscious subjects did not appear to regulate 
.imption on the basis of previous success-failure. Hull and Young (in 
;s) .report a conceptual replication of this pattern using alcoholic 
...pse as a criterion: detoxified alcoholics who were high in private 
f -consciousness and had experienced predominantly negative life events 

4 
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... ] most Likely to relapse, high self-conscious alcoholics who had 

i ienced predaninantly positive life events were least likely to relapse, 
•nl relapse of low self-conscious alcoholics fell between these extremes and 
lid not vary according to the quality of previous life events. Taken 
loji'Miur , this series of studies demonstrated that (a) alcohol .has the 
,^r,. c t of reducing self-awareness, and (b) individuals use alcohol to reduce 

d f -awareness in the face of personal failure and avoid alcohol to remain 
:.v.-l f-aware following personal success. 

A study was designed to investigate whether the motive of self-cons- 
cioa; j^f-.s reduction following personal failure and self-consciousness 
:r:i itenance following personal success is relevant to adolescent c Icohol 
con.v.r apt ion. Academic performance was chosen as an important indicator of 
personal success and failure in this population, it was predicted that 

If.nic performance would be negatively associated with alcohol consumption 
to a greater extent among individuals high as opposed to low in private 
f -consciousness . 

Royond testing the applicability of the model to [Patterns of alcohol 
u;;e in a vulnerable sub-population, it would also be useful to investigate • 
i.hu extent to which the self-awareness model accounts for unique variability 
in alcohol use. Several studies have found that* drinking .and drug related 
V'!v.;yiors in adolescents are associated with psychological variables. 
Vvording to Donovan and Jossor (1978), drinking is a direct function of 
f tdors related to the individual's proximal environment. Parental and peer 
iri.iiudes and behaviors toward drinking and drug use are among the most 
i.^rtant of these factors. Family approval and modeling of drinking is 
>[-•: 'dieted to increase adolescent alcohol use. Likewise, approval, modeling., 
•il ui'ucsure towards drinking on the part of friends is predicted to 
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' urease consu.npt ion. Beyond those proximal environmental factors, drinking 
Id proposed to take place within a system of generally deviant and 

intentional behaviors on the part of the individual. Behavioral ooviance 
(?.g., lying, stealing, vandalism) is associated with increased levels of 
irinking; behavioral conventionality (e.g., religious attendance, school 
performance) is associated with decreased levels of drinking. In comparison 
with those environmental and behavioral factors, personality factors related 
to the individual ! s attitudes, values, and expectations are seen to be 
relatively distal to the act of drinking. Given the reasoning of Donovan 
.» id Jessor (1978), the present study sought to test the applicability of the 
self-awareness model while taking into account environmental and behavioral 
factors directly related to alcohol consumption. 

Method 

Subj_ec_ts 

Subjects were 819 male and female students from two Midwestern public 
high schools. Students-" parents were presented consent forms in order to 
obtain permission for their child ! s participation in the study. Approxi- 
mately 3% of the students and/or parents refused to participate. In 
addition, data from 65 subjects could not be used due to, incomplete or 
inconsistent responses to the questions concerning alcohol consumption, 
fnstruments 

The questionnaires were administered in the form of a multiple 
inventory booklet. Instructions were written on Indiana University 
0;partiTient of Psychology stationery, 'Ihcse instructions emphasized the 
research nature t of the project and stressed the confidentiality of subjects' 
responses: "Information recorded in this booklet is for research purposes 
>nly and will be held in strictest confidentiality. Your answers will not 
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be given to anyone, not parents, .not teachers, not school personnel. We do 
not want to know who you are." 

Dispositional self-consciousness was assessed using the Fenigstein, 
Scheier, and Buss (1975) self-consciousness inventory. Three changes were 
made in this inventory because of concerns about the level of vocabulary 
n-cessary to complete the original form.^ r rhese changes consisted of 
parenthetical definitions. Tne affected items were: item 5, I reflect 
(think) about myself a lot; item 9, I never, scrutinize (carefully evaluate) 
myself; and item 16, I feel anxious (nervous) when I speak in front of a 
group. 

In addition to the self-consciousness inventory, subjects completed 
questions based on the explanatory systems proposed by a~>novan and Jessor 
(1973). Of particular interest in the present study were questions 
concerning environmental and behavioral factors directly related to alcohol 
consumption. With respect to proximal environmental factors, subjects 
completed que^ions concerning parental attitudes and behaviors toward 
drinking (parental m-xilels of drinking, 2 items; parental approval of 
drinking, 2 items), and friend's attitudes and behaviors toward drinking 
(friend's models of drinking, 1 item; friend's approval of drinking, 2 
items; friend's pressure toward drinking, 1 :tem). With respect to 
l/.huvioral factoias, subjects completed questions concerning generally 
deviant acts (13 items), church attendance (1 item), and school performance 
(1 item) . Tt should be noted that although Donovan and Jessor consider 
school performance to be a behavioral factor within their model , for present 
purposes it constitutes an indicator of personal success and failure at an 
important role. By simultaneously considering academic per Cor nance and 
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.'•'•!. -i* indicators of conventional and deviant behaviors, it should be 
ihlo to distinguish these definitions in the present design. 
En addition, subjects completed a series of questions on their quantity 
•i' 1 r f. ■ q.iency of three different forms of alcohol consumption (beer, wine, 
■id ! i ii"d liquor). Re sponses to these questions v,e(e combined to form a 
.najlo index of weekly • alcohol consumption. It should be noted that this 
ii.Vx irf'slightly different from that employed by Donovan and Jessor (1978), 
fho. o authors were interested in predicting problem drinking: the frequency 
wi.ih v.hich individuals drink to the point of being drunk and the frequency 

i.Lh which individuals experience negative social consequences as a function 
of drinking. Since the self-awareness model prot^sed by Hull/ is predictive 
of dcohol use per 5e, the quantity-frequency index was considered the most 
expropriate measure for testing the hypotheses of interest. 
Pi oc< k dure 

Quest. ionnar ies were distributed in classrooms selected by school 
officials and were completed during regular school hours. Two Indiana 
University undergraduates monitored collection of the data in each 
c1.::-roo;n. Instructions for completing the questionnaires appeared on the 
cover page of the booklet. In addition, these instructions were read aloud 
by one of the monitors at the beginning of the period. The booklets took 
./ <^\' i ir»tely forty-fi/e minutes to complete. Ph completion, subjects 
pl.iois] I he lx)oklet in an unmarked envelope that w is then collected by the 
«iM.»iii !.t>r . 

Resul ts 

Tne data were analyzed in three steps. "irst, given that the snlf- 
iousnoss inventory has not. boon used in a pr» -col 1 ego population, 
..eel ye-s were conducted to insure the integrity of the scale, F^-cond, the 
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inferential relationship between self -relevant success- failure :nl dcehol 
use as a function of private sol f-con:\;iousness was tested by co.up :i inj the 
correlations between academic performance and alcohol use in high ,»n ] low 

f -conscious groups. Finally, th i :3 relationship was tested while 
including var iabl os proposed by Donovan and Joss'or (1978) to bo diectly 
related to adolescent alcohol use. 

Fv ^Je?J_ !?!}?}Y s l s -9- selfjconsciousn.ss inventory. To our knowl -1 je, the 
sel f -consciousness inventory has not been used in a pro-college jopil it ion. 
These data were therefore subjected to a pro! i:ni nary factor analysis in 
urJ^r to verify the basic structure of the inventory. Roa's cv.:v>n ieal 
factoring with vari.nax rotation was empl eyed . Three factors were M-lained 
for final rotation (cf. Fonig stein, >Schoior, & Huss, 1975). Rach was 
associated with an eigenvalue above 2. 00. Factor loadings appear in Table 
1. The results are in keeping with expectations based on the original 
analysis (Fenigstein, et al., 1975) and t.v,o subsequent replications 
(Heineman, 1979; VI coming & Rngelse, 1931). Of the twenty-three itcits, 
twenty loaded more highly on the factor assoc iated with the appropriate 
subscale of the original inventory than on either of the two regaining 
factors. One public self-consciousness item- (item 2) loaned at molest 
levels on both the public and private factors. Finally, two private sel f- 
consc iousnoss iUms (items 3 and 9) did not lo.nl on tiny of. the Hm-I-us. 
Int.eresti ngly, Vlei»ming and Rngelse (1981) also found that neither nf t-iese 
items loaded on any of the three factors and H'dnoman (1979) found that 
although one item loaded appropriately, I he other (item 3) did net led nri 
any of the factors. 

All three of the sub-scales were ass- >c iufed with reasonable l<vds of 
internal consistency (coef f ic iont alpha for j ildic s*d f-cons** inusn s . /9; 
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.anxiety - . 7o; private svl f-c iousness - -63). Oar :; fc i ■•■•] 

■ j ho si i jhtly low-.-r in private r.ol f-conso iousnoss than the coll-'j«' ■" ■ / 1 

: •] by Fjniav;toin, «-t al . (19/5) (X - 23.83 vs. 26.31), and f;1 i jht ly 
hi.h^r in piblic s-1 f-or.. v iousness (X - 20.02 vs. 19.13) anj s.vi U 

sxioty (a - 12.82 vs. 12.67). For ^iri-o^/s ol: subsequent analyses, a 
..«•.] ian split was conducts on the private sel f-consc iousnoss sub-val °. 

Sol f-consoiou^ness r oj- auj\ic_p:>r foiYi|anec ^ lr1 £L ^JpJjp^LSir 1 -?-. i^JV. 0 ! . 1 
Tt had been predicted that indicatory ot personal sucjoss and failure ■ > u 1 d 
bj »p.->ro stronjly related to alcohol use a.nong hijh than low private " -1f- 
i nnscious individuals. As in the* Donovan and Jessor stujy, alcohol 
.2>s tainers (defined as individuals who have not had a drink more th.iii I o > or 
three times in their lives, N = 266) wore excluded from these and all 
subsequent analyses. The principal indicator o£ success-failure in i he 
!>n» ? ji»nt study involved f-repor tec] .acado.nic . rv?r fornianco. As pro]iel<«], 
academic performance was significantly correlated with alcohol use »nj 
hi jh self -conscious individuals, r(252) = -.36, p < .01. Tn addition, it 
was correlator] with alcohol use aniony low sol f--consc ious individual:;, i (2U7) 

-.16, p < .02. In accord with predictions, Lhc correlation between 
alcohol use and academic p_r foriuance was cjroator for individuals hi<jh as 
(»i|\)s><H.] to low in private sol f--eonsc iousnnss, z ; 2.21, p - .DM, 
• >ne la i 1 ed . 

Finally, it- was hyp>t )\< *si I hat the d i i f» «r« Mil i al of foe I: of , io |. nie 
prfornianoo on alcohol, use in hhjh and low i;ol f -eonse ions subjiels w>uld 
r,>ntinuo to exist after t ikinj into consid' 'iul . h >u psyehos/x.' i il pn-diV </s 
sujjcsfod by Donovan and J^ssoi* (1978) to bo d irv-ctly related to .duh -at 
alcohol use. In order to tost this hy[x-)thnsis, a multiple rojmssinn 
..adysis wis, piM'for iiiiii in which acaVmic [> l i formation, frimvls' all i I 1 ■ : ■ in I 
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- ;.:vi )r.: !..v.;,rJ oleohol , :/;r-oc:l t 1 1 o ,ai.l L-h. :vior toward ale vol, 
j- Ocral L-ri:vior"dl. dovionco, in] oilmen ,t».t ...-nounce wore si:ir.]l r-.irv -on.' 1 y : ; v l 
:o up* lieu w/vkly alcohol >_vs m ^s ion. '!*ns anol ysis w i:; p-.-r fvr 
r.e.u' at:».4y in hiijh cini low priv/it.o. s- i l f -conscious groups. 

-\:-o::j hijh sol L-eon.v i- ; n ; i n i iv i in il s, the si jni n • :■ >nt op-ii-Mois of 
alcohol use wore: ,rjc>-.nic ;>.-r for t i'k'(\ F(l,:\)0) = 14. 33, p < .001; y r il 
h.l'Ki/ioiMil c.k.vionce, K(l,2UU) = 3.48, p < .01; nr/l fr i<:r>is' atlit.ulc- .m.l 
behaviors, K(l,200) = 7.61, p < .01. .-V.orij low so 1 f-cwn.'o ions inUvilusI", 
fho sijni rio.mt: pr ^ 1 ict.ors of oh'ohol use v.^ro: j* -n* tvi! iv*h,iv iorol 
i]»jvi_:nco, K ( 1 r 1 j I ) 10.01, |J < .01; ("re-Mis 1 . h t. i ' u ]• «s tin 1 i hav ior s, 
F(l,l')l) - / . ?A , ])< .01; .iii-l [mi -nt 's <i( I :.i t u bw ,uvl i > -h iv ior :;, K(l,lsl) 
5. U), p< .iK! 1 .). Puentol oLI'itul'.; >n.l i - y \i iv i oi :*, wre not shjni fie,,nl 
pr t.vl ictors of alcohol use. o.uoit] hijh sol f-consc ion:.; mlivHuels, nor wis 
dc: ioV:iiic |> 'i" fonnnneo a si jn i l"i i',ml: pr.^lietor a;uoiyj low :; i l f n:on:v ions inli- 
vHuals (loth p\s ^ .21)). '!h" let lor non -.-llrvl supj.;:;ts Hi it. t |te :.i,iin|«« 
correlation I >* »t w- -i »n . i.<nic j » t I < >r u- nice on.! . iloohol use . hioivj low sell - 
conscious in 1 iv Hunl :i (s--e al>ove) was iluo in put to r < 0 ol ioi i: ;h i p. ; involyinj 
fhiiM v.ii inblos. church .it t < n l.inoo w.is not ,i si«jni I i< '•ml. pruliotor in 
ojth"f jump (hhjh so|f conscious, !'(!,. !00) l.M, n.:;.; l^w ■•■•H" c»n.:- 
oiou:;, l-^l,!')]) ■ ^.'IJ, p < .IS). h.uv'Vcr , it v;o:*. in<'li>|«<l in I hi « 
i "i • it i •: ; . ; i i )i i ( ■. in 1 1 i r >n , t; ; , in i n I h \it » >i of i -\ >i lVt-nl t * mii 1 ! » "h< iv i« >i :*. . 'Hu is , in 
« u n •» u 1 1 with pi • ■ • '• lit i i m: u >n i n j , i I : '« i nc 1 ui; i on b 1 1 ps. to i n: t u » 1 t h it . ic » 1- ■ n i ( ' 
p« *i I ni iiu ■< • is not si uij >1 y f i met ii i n | . i. , m i n I i« Mt oj n| oonv - nt ion. » 1 i t y , 
Kxi 4 1 1 1 *» ion oj tiii:; vor i . it >1 o \n: no . ip: >i < ■ i. J >l f • • • M « ■• -I < <n I t ,j 1 r ' .n. i i n i n j 
vof i.ibl iv;. 

1 .mil t i pi c K , i: ; ;oc i, it , 1 1 wi t 11 o loohol n .i • I oi 1 ow • 1 f" nn\: ;c ioi i:; 
. -ol , j . i v. r, K . -lt> , I-' (S, 1 >] ) o, () \ , p * . 1)0 1 ; ( oi ] i i< jh :.<•!( it )i i: i ■ u r ; 
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■■ • 1 .•■ <i ! • • r - . ; . ! m . t: t j i /."'■-> , IT I ". [ * > 

p; r r. # i :1 : f- * • t • : :s i \ "i for .:. ><v ir> a function of K-vol 

, ; ■ , • .. . , . ■ ;,l i;, , , : * . . - x i ;vrii , r.i j i ic t ur of 

>] • ■.. t.;-.« -ii into <;u:m M- : . it i . m . In ,i«v^r<l with predictions, the 

f. ji ...-i;..n im-: I ii'iriit, ::* l .vvi.i , «»l with .u\*k\nu: foiv^inco is jrouLor in 
?!;.. hi;h a". < '[ < < > to low i .'i iv.it n :*..»! f-con.v ion- ; jimp, z = 1.81 f o = .0J5, 
tjil- 

i iM ir .-.mi:. -ioi: -.if .m! : . k - i . 1 1 mKi.'ty. : Mhlio ' -ron:;r iour;- 

mi > k 1 1 ,ri>: i. - t y \vr • • I -ot ii n« * j it i y. 1 y ' :! "O 1 with .i *o1 « t.<'< Tit 

,ilo. >h. »1 in » hi ; • : npl < ; 1 1 • U i-i'ii v i- -n ^ I >) 1(), p < 

,01 ; k - s j 1 . ;[l v y, r (hM) -.i'M, n < .U >. 

I >i : -i : 1 i on 

■a 

111 » i . v . 1 1 t , Dl , h. ■ j 'i - 'nl : . t ! i iy \ 1 -\ it y I !. /. » >t »!■ " ;i I li.it. vnr i. i!>1 1 
1 1 ■ 1 . tt • 1 t • » | " : »nil . i • m 1 I ii 1 Mr • • .in- I ' ■! 1 ■ i i i t - 1 i r t oi ; > of . ! 1 oohol 
» •» in. s ; .j .t i « m • mi- mi j hi |h Mi. in 1 «»w pi i v. it ■ 1 ."II r> m: > ■ i. mm i n I i v idu.il :;, In 
. , - j. 1 i I i . u i , i hi w r*. I mi. • < 'v« ti 1 1 I ■ *i t -i'-. i n | i t •«■■■,;■. i i' -i . it ion ol hr»r pi oven 
j »| , .. 1 1. t . ,| ( >| , 1 1 , »h. ?! n > . 'Mi •• .» ■ I 1 1 y i 1 1 1 r ; ' -i ij » h t lli' 1 * ."I I . iw. ii i 'lit':;:; iimlol. 
, .1 |, ■. ,!„ .| , ur -m i' mi . i ; > I ■ ii I - ■ -t t h.it M ! • » !« I 1m; i . I. -tit i f i i \\ ,\ \w\u\w 

■ "'.<; 1 1 i 1 1 it I ill t • 1 ' ' < 1 1 I • > . M • ■ 'i !• )] M ■ f ! . « ;■ -1 V ! In -.:■•! i si ii Ml t «» I ' * 111-*' ' 

■ ... | I Mil' ; • . l i m ■ • »f i » m it . • 1 •, . • i 1 1 i ;. 1 1 i \'i ■ .-tf i . I ■ v. mt I « ■■ > ii ». u 'k t hi on |h 

, i ] i 0 1 » I I < • III! i '/ I • ' 'I I 1 M 1 , 

I! ,r I ifi t < ■ , n i 1 1 tir- i i ( ii- r . t i ii . . t • h< ■ '.mI i • 1 1 • y • » I I h» * m« * h '1 in 
I i . . I ii - t i ii | r f - I . :p-.i ' "I i In 1 1 :i. il ■ ■■ ■ I « 'I 1« -wi n j ,ih^ »n »1 i< • ■ l» •» nx i f i« ■ - it ion -iui 

,ih*,»h.i| r.Hi:.'li!p! i<MI I »V l!»llt ni.ll*"'. I . H > )* nil I y -i MM-I ' ■' h *< '* " i <>l ( .1 i 1 lll'O 

|... it.hk .mi .in i 1 1 1 • • 1 I < * t 1 1. 1 1 l.t*..k pM . Hull \ V.iiini, ill pM-Ns). 'Hi'.' pM^«'nt 
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udy is unique in that it is the model's first test with adolescents and 
i- first trjst to Lake into consideration variables relevant to alternative 
. dels of alcohol use. The self-awareness model's success under these 
'auditions, in conjunction with the conceptually identical results reported 
n eaVlier studies, surjjosts that it ic associated with a relatively unique, 
■;t widely applicable motive to consume alcohol. 
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Table 1:' Items and Factor rbaJings of Self-Consciousness Scale 

in High School Students.^ 



Item No. 



Fl 



F2 



F3 



Pr ivate self-consciousness 



1 




3(-) 




5 




7 




9(-) 




13 


.30 


15 


.20 


18 




20 


.33 


22 




self-consciousness 




2 


.35 


6 


.58 


11 


.59 


14 


.60 


17 


.40 


19 


.66 


21 


.61 



.21 



.26 
.24 

.23 



.54 

.54 
.43 

.33 
.41 
.49 
.37 
.20 



.39 
.27 



21 



Social anxiety 
4 
8 
10 

12(-) 
16 

.23 



.22 
.22 



.69 
.44 
.65 
.50 
.52 
.54 



Only factor loadings greater than .20 are listed. 
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»hle 2: R-jn-a-iun ■• t.s fur the Fr.-iiction of Alcohol LUe 
i n ;:ijh 'ow Privae f. >1 a.- .-wii > (*i onus 

Viable" B P P 



lii jh Pi ivate ;>•? If: -Co: 



■aic Pol" foi li.uiice 
u-ral D.jviance 



-? 36 14.33 -001 

- -35 3.48 .01 

Ai i.ncTs AttitUjCs/B.jh.:viors .61 7.61 -01 

F .;,ily Attitu3es/Bc»hjviors -.07 -08 ns 

;■■ >1 i.jious Attendance -37 1.14 ns 



Tow Pr ivate S-l f-Consc iuus b 



li.-nic Per Connance 

a al Deviance , 
.nd's Attitudcs/Baluviors .70 (.24 .ui 



.37 1.07 ns 

.44 .10.01 -001 



F :.iiily Attitudes/Behaviors 
Rol. i<j ious Attendance 



71 5.30 .01 

,68 2.43 .15 



R - .50, R 2 = .25, F(5,200) = 13.38, £ < .001. 
R = .46, R 2 = .21, F(5,151) = 8.03, £ < .001. 



o lb 
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